
ing relative merit. The adequate solution of this prob¬
lem demands practical examinations; for the competitor
who possesses an equal amount of theoretical knowledge
but greater practical training than his fellow-contest¬
ants is the one most worthy of appointment to the cov¬

eted position. In this way only can the best men be
selected.

Practical, not theoretical, knowledge should be the
qualification required. A man with a little book-learn¬
ing and a good memory is on top under the present
system : tbe man with brains, and with practical knowl¬
edge but without the ability to put it in words, is liable
to be at the bottom.

WASHINGTON'S GOVERNOR AND MEDICAL PRACTICE.

The Governor of Washington has vetoed a medical
practice act that passed the legislature, because it ruled
out the osteopaths. The use of drugs, he claims, is the
ruin of the race, and "the osteopaths are perhaps showing
us a better way." It is a pity that a man has been elected
to such high position, whose mental qualifications are
such that he can not see the difference between legitimate
medical practice and indiscriminate drugging, and no re-

course from the latter but osteopathy or similar forms
of quackery. He accuses physicians of "poisoning the
springs of life," and calls "the contents of the drug-
store perhaps more dangerous to the future well-being
of the race than those of the saloon," this last being
perhaps a politician's sop to the liquor trade. The spirit,
however, of the extracts of the veto message that have
been published, is generally that of a sanctimonious
quack, who thinks he can libel an honorable class of
fellow citizens with impunity from his official position.
The members of the profession of the state of Washing¬
ton should remember this insulting message, and like
those of Colorado, previously mentioned in these col¬
umns, put an extinguisher upon the future political
aspirations of their libeler.

MARK TWAIN AND OSTEOPATHY.
Some time ago the public was edified by the sensible

humor and sarcasm of Mark Twain on the subject of
"Christian Science." It is too bad that he, like other
mortals, has his share of unwisdom, which he exhibits
in recent remarks credited to him, endorsing osteopathy
in particular and unlimited license in medical practice
generally. He has lived so long abroad, it would seem

that he is peculiarly jealous of personal liberty in
America, a peculiarity often noticed in other indi-
viduals from foreign lands. His long residence in
Vienna, where he apparently found matters temporarily
satisfactory notwithstanding the police and other regu-
lations, has apparently given him an appetite for license
that he wants indulged. The state here, he says, stands
for liberty, and without full freedom for osteopathy
things would be as unsatisfactory as the garden of
Eden was to Adam and Eve; people will want what
they can not get. The comparison is not such a bad one,
and the medical profession will not object if this view
of the case, including the consequences, is considered
1
  ·

the legislators before whom he appeared in behalf

of the frauds. Mark Twain is clearly a man with a

somewhat kinky intellect, but it hardly seems that he
will be taken seriously in his argument in behalf of
those masseurs who call themselves osteopaths.

CALIFORNIA AND CHRISTIAN SCIENTISTS.
We were aware that the California legislature has had

some queer propositions before it in the form of bills,
and it therefore does not cause much surprise that it
has followed the lead of some other state legislatures
in putting "Christian Scientists" on an equality as

regards medical practice with other recognized schools
of medicine. The chief arguments that affected the
intelligent legislators were that these scientists were a
numerous and good class of people, which, as the
Sacramento Bee says editorially, "would have been as

pertinent regarding a bill enabling the inmates of the
various lunatic asylums of the country to practice medi-
cine." As that paper says, "it is doubtful whether the
intelligent legislators who advocated and voted for the
bill ever read any of Mrs. Eddy's books, or even know
who she is"; and it gives for their benefit a little brief
account of the "profitess" and her doctrine, that ought to
enlighten them. It would be well if every legislature
had near at hand so able and sensible an adviser on
medical matters as have the California Solons in the
Sacramento Bee.

THE DETERMINATION OF SEX.
Some day, perhaps, we may fully understand the

mechanism underlying the determination of sex, but
at the present time we must acknowledge the existence
of certain deficiencies in this respect. Many hypotheses
have been proposed, but no one satisfies all of the con-

ditions, although each may contain some element of
truth, and be based on the observation of some actual
factor. Even apart from this circumstance, however,
it seems probable that the process is not a simple one,
but is dependent on a complexity of influences, at least
someofwhich have been individually pointed out. On the
basis of general knowledge, it seems probable that each
parent contributes something in the determination of
the sex of the offspring, and it appears likely that the
final determining factor must be referred to some pe-
culiarity in nutrition, affecting the spermatozoid, the
ovum or the embryo, alone or severally. From this
point of view, the hypothesis of Schenk would be most
acceptable, though even it must be considered as crude
and not sufficiently comprehensive. At a recent meet¬
ing of the Obstetrical Society of London, Dr. E. R.
Dawson1 read a paper on "The Essential Factor in the
Causation of Sex," in which he took the ground that
each ovary normally discharges ova independently of
and probably alternately with the other, normal single
pregnancy resulting from the fertilization of an ovum
from one ovary only by the combined secretion of
both testicles, the male parent thus not influencing the
sex of the child, which depends rather on the ovary
that supplies the ovum fertilized : if the right, a male ;
if the left, a female. Illustrative cases were cited in
support of the view propounded. In the case of plural

1. British Med. Jour., Dec. 15, 1900, p. 709.
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